Dear Editor,

With reference to my report on the draft anti-plagiarism policy by India\'s University Grants Commission (UGC),\[[@ref1]\] Joob and Wiwanitkit\[[@ref2]\] mentioned that unintentional plagiarism seems "unreasonable" with the availability of plagiarism detection tools and "no degree of plagiarism should be set as a tolerable level." They also raise concerns about the differing penalties planned for students and faculty.

Any kind of plagiarism is unethical or at least, an act of negligence; yet, the intent in all cases may not be to cheat. Experienced peer reviewers can fathom the true intent in most cases. Authors need to remember this before presenting the excuse of unintentional plagiarism.

Unintentional plagiarism, however, is real. Reasons may be a lack of awareness or an inability to paraphrase and reference properly.\[[@ref3]\] In science, the originality of the content is more important than the author or the wordings.\[[@ref4]\] Academic writing and associated ethics are seldom taught as part of the medical curriculum. Though most doctors allege that the overwhelming clinical burden and lack of time prevent them from being involved in research and publications, the more likely reason is the lack of guidance from seniors who themselves are not too experienced in research publication.\[[@ref5]\]

Most journal editors agree that plagiarism is a form of research misconduct, tools can be used to catch offenders, and that action should be taken against plagiarists; however, there is no clear consensus about how much of text similarity is "plagiarism."\[[@ref6]\]

The US Office of Research Integrity (ORI) labels "substantial unattributed textual copying of another\'s work" as plagiarism without quantifying how much is "substantial."\[[@ref7]\] Its plagiarism policy says, "ORI generally does not pursue the limited use of identical or nearly-identical phrases which describe a commonly-used methodology or previous research because ORI does not consider such use as substantially misleading to the reader or of great significance."

Some journal editors agree that no more than 5% of text similarity is acceptable,\[[@ref8]\] while others put a manuscript under scrutiny only when a plagiarism detection software reports text similarity of \>20%--25%.\[[@ref9]\] UGC considers text similarity \< 10% in the noncore areas as minor similarity and does not mandate any disciplinary action,\[[@ref10]\] but has a zero tolerance policy against plagiarism in the core content.\[[@ref1][@ref10]\] This includes "abstract, summary, hypothesis, observations, results, conclusions, and recommendations." Any amount of plagiarism in these areas will attract maximum penalty.

UGC\'s draft regulations had separate "penalties for students" and "penalties for faculty, staff, researcher."\[[@ref11]\] The 2018 regulations ensure the same penalty for everyone for the same level of plagiarism.\[[@ref10]\] It now has sections for "Penalties in case of plagiarism in submission of thesis and dissertations" and "Penalties in case of plagiarism in academic and research publications."

I listed the draft UGC regulations among the references but should have made this clear beyond doubts to readers in the report also.\[[@ref1]\] UGC has now revised the draft and published its regulations against plagiarism.\[[@ref10]\]
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